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This is in response to the Office Action mailed 12/01/2005 in 
regard to the above- identified patent application. Claims 1- 
21 were rejected under 35 U-S.C. §103 (a) as being unpatentable 
Dver Walsh (US 6,144,848) in view of Mager {US 6,643,371). 
The examiner is requested to reconsider this rejection. 

The cited art does not disclose or sxiggest a system for 
switching between displaying the transfer rate in an 
alphanumeric mode and a graphics mode. 

It appears that the examiner does not understand what a ^data 
brans£er rate'' is. A data transfer rate is the rate or speed 
at which data is transferred. For example, a modem is used to 
transfer data between two devices. The rate of transfer of 
the data is a data transfer rate, such as shown in Fig. 3B 
which shows data transfer rates in an alphanumerip mode (145 
cbps and 28 kbps; (kbps^kilobits -per- second) . 
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The examiner stated: 

''Walsh et al discloses a system (figs. 1-3) for 
displaying data transfer rates on a display comprising: a 
system for displaying the transfer rates in an 
alphanumeric mode or an alternative graphics mode (col. 
3, line 40- col* 4, line 8; col. 17, line col. 18, 
line 41; col. 4^ lines 10-47; col. 17, line 5- col. 18, 
line 41; col . 35, line 21- col. 26, line 26). 

The examiner has xoade an error. Applicants' attorney has 
reviewed Walsh in detail. Walsh does not disclose a system 
::or displaying the transfer rates in an alphanumeric mode or 
an alternative graphics mode. Walsh appears to be silent 
regarding how, or even if, a data transfer rate is displayed. 
Walsh appears to be silent regarding how, or even if, a data 
transfer speed is displayed. Please note, claim 1 is in 
regard to display of a data transfer rate; not merely a data 
i:ransfer. For example. Fig. 3A of the present patent 
application shows data transfer rates in a graphics mode (the 
right and left arrows being full or not) and Fig, 3B shows 
<iata transfer rates in an alphanumeric mode (145 kbps and 28 
Jcbps; (kbps=kilobits-per-second) ) . Walsh appears to be silent 
regarding how, or even if, a data transfer rate is displayed, 

lia the examiner admitted, Walsh et al. does not disclose a 
system for switching between displaying the transfer rates in 
kn alphanumeric mode and a graphics mode. 

'The examiner is directed to Pigs. 3A and 3B of applicants' 
patent application. Pig* 3 A shows an example of a graphics 
node of displaying a data transfer rate- Figs. 3B shows an 
example of an alphanumeric mode of displaying a data transfer 
]rate. Fig, 5 shows an example of how a user can use the menu 
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of the device to select or switch between showing the transfer 
rate as either the alphanumeric mode or the graphics mode. 
The cited art, alone or in combination, is not remotely close 
to applicants' claimed invention. 

In mentioning Mager, the examiner does not indicate that this 
reference discloses or suggests a system for switching between 
displaying data transfer rates in an alphanumeric mode or a 
graphics mode. There is no disclosure or suggestion in Mager 
of a system for switching between displaying a data transfer 
rate in an alphanumeric mode or a graphics mode- Any 
statement to the contrary is simply incorrect- Mager adds 
lothing to the deficiencies of Walsh* Mager appears to be 
silent regarding how, or even if, a data transfer rate is 
displayed. Mager appears to be silent regarding how^ or even 
if, a data transfer speed is displayed. 

The examiner stated that it would have been obvious to apply 
:he technique of Wager to the communication system of Walsh in 
order to provide a cellular telephone that includes a keypad 
where the keypad provides a graphic display of the letters and 
:iumeric digits that are assigned to the key. Assuming the 
examiner is correct, this still does not suggest the invention 
claimed in claim i. It appears that the examiner does not 
understand what a data transfer rate is . A data transfer rate 
is the rate at which data is transferred. This has nothing to 
(io with the user interface key input selection in Mager ► The 
Examiner's rational for rejecting claim 1 based upon Walsh et 
al. and Mager simply does not make sense. A persons skilled 
:,n the art, having both Walsh et al . and Mager in front of him 
would not envision the invention claimed in claim 1. Walsh et 
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al. and M^ger are void o£ a disclosure or suggestion of the 
features recited in claim 1* The examiner is requested to 
reconsider the rejection of claim 1. 

Though dependent claims 2-1 contain their own allowable 
subject matter, these claims should at least be allowable due 
to their dependence from allowable claim 1. However, to 
expedite prosecution at this time, no further comment will be 
Yiade. 

Regarding independent claim 8, Walsh et al . and Mager do not 
iisclose or suggest means for displaying a data transfer rate 
Df data with the transceiver on the display in an alphanumeric 
Eormat. The examiner mentions column 33, lines 10-25 and 
::olumn 31, lines 16-37 of Walsh et al. However, these 
sections of Walsh et al . do not disclose or suggest means for 
displaying a data transfer rate of data with the transceiver 
on the display in an alphanumeric format • The section at 
column 33, lines 10-25 merely describes an informational 
message sent by a host server to a user device (in response to 
a command message and with use of a program application) and 
jpresented to an operator on a display screen. This is not a 
disclosure or suggestion of means for displaying a data 
transfer rate of data with the transceiver on the display in 
an alphanumeric format. The section at column 31, lines 16-37 
merely describes a connect -prompt message (such as an audible 
signal) sent to the user device 120 from the host server 110/ 
and a command message sent from the user device 120 to the 
host server 110 with one or more sets of identifying 
:Lnf ormation. There is no disclosure or suggestion of 
<iisplaying a rate of data transfer on a display. Column 33, 
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Reply to Office Action of: 12/01/2005 

lines 10-25 and column 31, lines 16-37 of Walsh et: al , appear 
to be irrelevant to the invention claimed in claim 8- Mager 
adds nothing to the deficiencies of Walsh- It is not 
understood why the examiner is even using Mager in his 
rejection. Mager appears to be totally unrelated to 
applicants' claimed invention. The features of claim 8 are 
not disclosed or suggested in the art of record. Therefore, 
slaim 8 is patentable and should be allowed. 

Though dependent claims 9-10 contain their own allowable 
subject matter, these claims should at least be allowable due 
to their dependence from allowable claim 8. However, to 
axpedite prosecution at this time, no further comment will be 
made. 

;iegarding independent claim 11, Walsh et al . and Mager do not 
disclose or suggest a system for inactivating display of the 
data transfer rate on the display while the transceiver is 
":ransmitting or receiving the data. The examiner points to 
i;he following sections of Walsh as a disclosure that the 
(Controller in Walsh is adapted to display on the display a 
data transfer rate of data by the transceiver: 

• Column 33, lines 10-25; 

• Column 31, lines 16-37; 

• Column 4, lines 10-47; 

• Column 17, line 5 - column 18, line 41; and 

• Column 35, line 21 - column 36, line 26, 
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However, a careful review of these sections of Walsh do not 
appear to disclose or suggest a controller adapted to display 
on the display a data transfer rate of data by the 
transceiver; and a system for inactivating display of the data 
transfer rate on the display while the transceiver is 
transmitting or receiving the data as recited in claim 11. 
Mager adds nothing to the deficiencies of Walsh et al. It is 
not understood why the examiner is even using Mager in his 
rejection. Mager appears to be totally unrelated to 
applicants' claimed invention. 

Though dependent claims 12-16 contain their own allowable 
5\ibject matter, these claims should at least be allowable due 
bo their dependence from allowable claim 11. However, to 
sxpedite prosecution at this time, no further comment will be 
made . 

:iegarding independent claim 17, Walsh et al . and Mager do not 
disclose or suggest selecting, by a user, a data transfer rate 
display mode from a plurality of data transfer rate display 
modes- Again, the examiner relies on the following sections 
6f Walsh: 

• Column 3, line 40 - column 4, line 8; 

• Column 17, line 5 - column IS, line 41; 

• Column 4, lines 10-47; 

• Column 17, line 5 - column 18, line 41; and 

• Column 35, line 21 - column 36, line 26. 
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However, a careful review of these sections of Walsh et al. do 
act appear to disclose or suggest: 

^"selecting, by a user, a data transfer rate display mode 
from a plurality of data transfer rate display modes; and 

displaying the data transfer rate on the display based 
upon the selected data transfer rate display Tnode" 

as recited in the method of claim 17. The addition of Mager 
adds nothing to the deficiencies of Walsh et al. Mager' s user 
input data entry appears to be irrelevant to applicants' 
claimed invention. It is not understood why the examiner is 
5ven using Mager in his rejection. Mager appears to be 
lotally unrelated to applicants' claimed invention* 

Though dependent claims 18-20 contain their own allowable 
subject matter, these claims should at least be allowable due 
■:o their dependence from allowable claim 17. However, to 
(^pedite prosecution at this time, no further comment will be 
made . 

Regarding independent claim 21, Walsh et al. and Mager do not 
disclose or suggest selecting, by a user, to turn a displaying 
::eature of the data transfer rate ONf or OFF. The addition of 
Mager adds nothing to the deficiencies of Walsh et al . 
Mager' s user input; keypad data entry appears to be irrelevant 
l:o applicants' claimed invention. it is not understood why 
i:he examiner is even using Mager in his rejection. Mager 
appears to be totally xinrelated to applicants' claimed 
: invent ion. 
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The addition of Mager in the last office action is no better a 
reference than the references used in the prior three office 
actions. Unless the examiner can find better prior art in the 
next office action, failure to issue an allowance in the next 
office action will result in filing of an appeal. Over four 
years have past since this application has been filed. Absent 
% discover of better prior art, the examiner needs to issue a 
raotice of allowance without any further delay. 

F'or all of the foregoing reasons ; it is respectfully submitted 
dhat all of the claims present in the application are clearly 
lovel and patentable over the prior art of record. 
Accordingly, favorable reconsideration and allowance is 
respectfully requested. Should any unresolved issue remain, 
'!:he examiner is invited to call applicants' attorney at the 
telephone number indicated below. 

ilespectfully submitted. 



CuBtoiaer No.i 29^83 
Harrington & Smith, LLP 

4 Research Drive 
Shelton, CT 06484-6212 
;203-925-9400 



[ hereby certify that this correspondence is being facsimile 
i;ransmitted to the U.S. Patent and Trademark Office on the 
date shown below. 
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